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CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE QuvuEEn’s printers issued to the public on Thursday the 
last of the statutes of the recent session. They finish—as they 
do not always do—with the Appropriation Act, which is num- 
bered cap. 72. Of those which have ap this week, the 
most important is the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 
1890—a consolidation Act which repeals and re-enacts the sub- 
stance of no less than fourteen statutes of the present reign. It 
— of 103 sections, with twenty additional pages of 
sc es. 


THE casE oF Gilbert v. D’ Oyly Carte, which we report else- 
where, occupied the Vacation Court nearly the whole of Wed- 
nesday, and would have resulted in a considered judgment had 
not the parties at the last moment consented to a compromise. 
It appears that the dispute is really one as to the correct method 
of keeping the accounts of the performance of ‘‘The Gondoliers ” 
at the Savoy Theatre, and, as the plaintiff's counsel expressly 
disclaimed any intention of throwing suspicion on the de- 
fendant’s solvency, it may be doubted whether it was a case 
where the court would have held it ‘ just or convenient” 
that a receiver should be appointed. It, of course, makes 
no difference that the business in question is that of a theatre, 
though Const v. Harris (Turner & ‘Russell, 496) is an authority 
in such a case. There, however, the parties concerned were 
actually partners in the ownership of the Theatre Royal, 
Covent Garden, while, in the present case, the Savoy belongs 
exclusively to the defendant; and the only stipulation in the 
nature of a partnership seems to be that which provides for 
the equal division between Mr. D’Oyty Carrs, Sir Arruur 
Suuiivan, and Mr. Grzert of the net profits of the operas com- 
pee by the last two. In the terms which gave the plaintiff a 

er sum of a thousand pounds immediately, and the account 
which had been pressed for in three weeks, he appears to have 
got all that for the time he really wanted. 








WE PRINT ELSEWHERE a letter from an esteemed correspond- 
ent upon the subject of the existence of the executor’s right of 
retainer where the estates of deceased debtors are administered 
in bankruptcy under section 125 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. 
It is, of course, settled that where an estate is teins adminis- 
tered in the Chancery Division the executor’s right remains, 
notwithstanding that the assets out of which he seeks to retain 
his debt have come to his hands after the decree (Vunn v. 
Barlow, 1 Sim. & St. 588); and notwithstanding also that the 
money has been paid into court (Chissum v. Dewes, 5 Russ. 29). 
This is upon the ground that the decree does not affect the legal 
priorities of creditors, and the court, in distributing the assets, 
recognizes the executor’s claim. So, too, where money is 
paid into court otherwise than by the executor, for this is pre- 
sumed to be done with his assent, and the result is the same as 
though it had actually through his hands (Richmond v. 
White, 12 Ch. D. 361). It is essential, however, that the money 
out of which the executor’s debt is to be retained should pass, 
either actually or constructively, through his hands, and hence 
he cannot assert his right as against moneys which come to 
the hands of a receiver (Re Jones, Calver v. Laxton, 31 Ch. D. 
440); nor even against moneys which have been intrusted to 
him for payment to the receiver (Davenport v. Moss, 14 
W. RB. 453). Thus the executor’s right depends upon his actual or 
theoretical receipt of the assets against which it is to be 
asserted, and is not affected by the interference of the court. It 
sieht ke opnient Ss ie a court having juris- 
diction in ptcy would have no greater effect, but for the 
fact that this depends on express statutory enactment, and that 
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the administration of the assets is carried out by the official 
receiver. to assets which really come to the receiver’s 
hands it would be difficult to maintain that the executor 
has any right. It would be necessary for him to prove 
his debt, and under section 40 (4) of the Act he would 
only be entitled to be paid pari passu with the other credi- 
tors. The Legislature has intervened to prevent the assets 
coming to the executor’s hands, the essential circumstance 
on which his right is founded. On the other hand, as to assets 
which he has received and has retained in satisfaction of his debt 
before notice of the presentation of the petition for administra- 
tration, there seems to be no doubt that his right still 
exists. This is a payment made in good faith to himself, 
and comes within the express protection of section 125 (9). 
The debatable ground seems to lie between these two cases, 
where, that is, the right of retainer is asserted after notice 
of the petition and before the date of the administration 
order, upon the happening of which event the property of 
the deceased debtor vests in the official receiver. The words 
pertinent to this are contained in section 125 (9), which 
provides that, ‘‘after such notice, no payment or transfer 
of property made by the legal personal representative shall 
operate as a discharge to him as between himself and the official 
receiver.” In terms, of course, this provision would forbid an 
exercise of the right of retainer, but such right is not expressly 
referred to, and hence it has been thought that it remains un- 
affected pana & Hough on the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, p. 
200). e words may possibly be got over by holding that 
retainer is not a payment or transfer of property, but this is 
little better than a quibble, and it is probably safer to consider 
that if the order for administration affects the right of retainer 
at all, then the right is equally affected by notice of proceedings 
which may terminate in such an order. 





IN DELIVERING BILLs of costs to trustees it is, of course, a wise 
precaution to inform them that, if administration proceedings 
are subsequently taken, and the amounts are moderated by the 
chief clerk, they will have to pay out of their own pockets the 
sums which are disallowed. It appears, however, from the 
recent decision of Nortn, J., in Re Layton, Steele, & Co. (38 
W. R. 652), that the omission to do so will not constitute a 
special circumstance, entitling the trustees to taxation after pay- 
ment, unless there is evidence that the charges which the bills 
contain would in fact be reduced by the chief clerk. The ques- 
tion depends on the construction of sections 37 and 41 of the 
Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 73), which preclude taxation 
after an interval of twelve months from delivery, or after pay- 
ment, unless there are special circumstances which,’ in the 
opinion of the court or a judge, make such a course proper. As 
to what are to be considered special circumstances within the 
meaning of these provisions there has been no little controversy. 
In Re Nicholson (3 De G. F. & J. 93) Kyicut-Brvcz, L.J., 
ap to think that it was sufficient that the relation of 
solicitor and client had continued to exist ; but there seems to be 
little reason in this, and in Re Elmslie § Co, (L. R. 16 Eq. 326) 
Bacon, V.C., expressed himself strongly against any such notion, 
at the same time pointing out that the earlier decision could be 
supported on the ground that some of the charges were clearly 
erroneous. More trouble has arisen from the idea that mere 
overcharge is insufficient unless there is associated with it 
either pressure or fraud, and in Re Lacey & Son (25 Ch. D. 301) 
the Court of Appeal refused to direct taxation on the ground 
that both were absent. Corroyn, L.J., said: “After payment 
eperial circumstances are requisite to authorize taxation, and 

ese special circumstances must be pressure and manifest over- 
charges, or overcharges so gross as to amount to fraud.” And, 
repeating the same opinion in Re Boycott (29 Ch. D. 571), he re- 
marked that a judge was not at liberty to go at large into special 
circumstances merely because he thought that justice would bedone 
by ordering a taxation. With his judgment, however, this view 
of the matter ended, and in the same case Bowen, L.J., delivered 
an emphatic protest against the placing of any such restriction 
on the er of the court. ‘Special circumstances,” he said, 


“are those which appear to the judge so special and exceptional 
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discretion of another court, though it may lay down 
which are useful as a guide in the exercise of its own discretion, 
It seems to me to be the true view of the statute that there must 
be special circumstances making the payment different from an 
ordinary payment, and that the judge thereupon has a discretion 
as to whether they are sufficient to authorize taxation.”’ In the 
subsequent case of Re Norman (16 Q. B. D. 673), also in the 
Court of Appeal, this passage met with emphatic approval, and 
it is now clear that it contains the true principle for the construc. 
tion of the statute. 





THIS LEAVES THE QUESTION at large, then, in each particular 
case; and it is for the judge to decide whether, in point of fact, 
the circumstances are sufficiently special to warrant his interfer- 
ence. Cases similar to the present one of Re Layton, Steele, §& Co, 
in which taxation has been asked for by trustees or executors, 
occurred in Re Dickson (8 De G. M. & G. 655) and Re F- (16 
W. R. 749, reported as Re Flower in 18 L. T. N. 8. 457). But 
the former case was decided on the old view of the law that 
pressure or fraud was necessary, and to satisfy this requirement, 
a very remarkable application was made of the notion of con- 
structive fraud. In Horlock v. Smith (2 M. & Cr. 495), Corrzn- 
HAM, L.C., had said that the mere insertion in a bill, of charges 
which no solicitor, dealing properly with his client, would 
make, was enough to constitute fraud; and in applying 
this principle to Re Dickson, Turner, LJ., said that 
solicitors acting for executors or trustees could not be 
said to have dealt properly with their clients, if they 
had charged them to any considerable extent beyond what they 
would be allowed in taking the accounts of their estate. It was 
admitted that the solicitors had, in fact, charged only what they 
thought they were honestly entitled to charge; but though no 
imputation was cast upon them, their conduct was, in law, 
fraudulent. Of course, nothing like this could be said at the 
present day. More in point is the case of Re Flower, where it 
was specifically objected that the trustees had received no 
intimation from the solicitors that if the charges were excessive 
they might have to pay them out of their own pockets, and 
some important remarks on the decision were made by Bacon, 
V.C., in Re Elmslie Co. ‘It is impossible,” he there said, 
“to conceive that a solicitor acting for trustees, who are only to 
be reimbursed their proper charges, could satisfactorily dis- 
charge his duty to his clients without telling them, ‘If you pay 
me this bill of costs you may never get the money back again, 
because you will only have a right to charge against the estate 
so much as this bill should amount to when it should have been 
taxed.’’”? It was an element in Re Flower, however, that the 
bills had actually been before the chief clerk, and that he had 
refused to allow them unless moderated ; and this circumstance 
was regarded by Norru, J., as preventing that decision from 
being any authority to guide him in Re Layton, Steele, § Co. 
Tn this case, again, there was the omission by the solicitors to 
acquaint the trustees with the fact that their bills, if paid, 
might not be allowed out of the estate, and, to this extent con- 
sequently, there was a failure of duty on their part; but in the 
absence of evidence that the charges were such as would, in 
fact, be disallowed by the chief clerk, it was held that it did 
not constitute a circumstance sufficiently special to justify taxa- 
tion after payment. 











DEBENTURES AS AFFECTED BY THE BILLS OF 
SALE ACTS. 
II 


Assumine that section 17 of the Bills of Sale *Act, 1882, must 
include all the ‘goods, chattels, and effects,” we have to 
consider the further question what property is comprised in 
these words. 

‘‘Goods ” and “chattels” appear to be synonymous (Co. Lit. 
118b). In a will a gift of “goods and chattels,” or of 
“goods” or “chattels” alone, passes all the testator’s property 
except lands of inheritance (Shep. Touch. 447), but in a deed it 
does not comprise leases for years (Bro. ‘‘ Graunts,” 51 ; Portman 





as to justify taxation. I think no court has a right to limit the 
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258.) In either ease the generality of the words is easily re- 
stricted by the context. 

Choses in action were held to be included in all the Bank- 
yuptey Acts from the time of James I. downwards: per Linp- 
rey, L.J., Colonial Bank v. Whinney (30 Ch. D. 280). Other 
cases in which ‘ goods and chattels ” have been held to comprise 
choses in action in a statute are Hornblower v. Proud (2 B. & Ald. 
327), Edwards v. Cooper oy Q. B. 33), Ex parte Vallence (1 Deac. 
Bncy. 131), Brown vy. Bellaris (5 Mad. 53). Formerly they were 
not included in the phrase as used in 13 El. c. 5 because they 
could not be taken in execution: Sims v. Thomas (12 Ad. & EL 
536). 

Ta a will the word “effects” comprises all the personal 
estate of the testator unless the generality of the meaning is cut 
down by the context: Hogan v. Jackson (Cowp. 299), Campbell 
vy. Prescott (15 Ves., at p. 507). 

We have now to consider whether ‘ goods, chattels, and 
effects” in the section under consideration includesall the personal 
property of the company, or whether it ought to be restricted 
to “ personal chattels” within the meaning of the Bills of Sale 
Acts. 

It may be argued on the one hand that, as the Acts only deal 
with bills of sale of ‘“‘ personal chattels” as defined in the Act 
of 1878, it is not to be supposed that the exception can be 
intended to apply to property of any other nature (Williams v. 
Mercier, 10 App. Cas. 1), and that, therefore, the meaning of 
‘goods, chattels, and effects’? must be cut down so as only to 
include such goods, chattels, and effects as are “ personal 
chattels ’’ within the meaning of the Acts. 

On the other hand, the phrase “ capital stock,” which appears 
to be used in the meaning of “capital,” is, when used in 
respect of a company, capable of bearing three different mean- 
ings—namely, (1) the nominal capital, (2) the issued capital, 
and (3) the paid-up capital ; and whether the phrase is used in 
any or all of these meanings it is very difficult to believe that 
the meaning is intended to be cut down by the context to 
“personal chattels,” a phrase which is not ejusdem generis with 
“capital stock.” 

Possibly the true construction of the clause is that the 
debentures may be secured in either of two different manners— 
that is to say, either (1) on the capital stock, or (2) on the 
“ goods, chattels, and effects ’’—7.c., on the “ personal chattels ” 
of the company. 

Whatever decisions may eventually be come to on the questions 
that we have already discussed, it appears to be quite clear that 
it is not necessary to register any instrument which is a deben- 
ture within the meaning of the section. 

The argument in favour of the necessity of registering them 
was that, when by the effect of the section they were exempted 
from the operation of the Act of 1882, theyxemained subject 
to the provisions of the Act of 1878. 


However, in Read v. Joannon (25 Q. B. D. 300) CorEeriner, 


C.J., held that no debenture of a company ever required regis- 
tration under the Act of 1878. Wuu1s, J., was of the same 
opinion, and he pointed out that, even if this view was incorrect, 
the only enactment under which the debenture could be re- 
quired to be registered was the Act of 1882, since section 8 of 
the Act of 1878, which provided for registration under that 
Act, has been repealed, at all events as to bills of sale given 
by way of security (Swift v. Pannell (24 Ch. D. 210), Casson v. 
Churchley (53 L. J, Q. B. 835)), and that, such being the 
case, the debenture necessarily fell under the provisions of 
the 17th section, and was, therefore, exempt. 
The practical conclusions that we come to are the following : 
1, That the section applies to all joint-stock companies ; 
2. That the debentures must for safety be in one of the forms 
commonly used for debentures; . 
3, That the covering deed, if any, and the debentures ought 
to refer to each other ; 
4. That the covering deed may include property of any nature 
not falling within the definition of ‘ personal chattels.” 
5. That the debentures themselves ought for safety, whether 
there is a covering deed or not, to confer a floating charge 
either on ‘‘ the capital stock” of the company or on ‘ the 
goods, chattels, and effects” of the company. If the 
latter words are used it would be safer to state ex- 


ressly that they are to bear the meaning that they 
ear in the section in question. 








ON THE 17TH SECTION OF THE STATUTE OF 
FRAUDS. 
ITI. 


First alternative-—The first alternative for the validity of a 
contract under the statute requires two things to be done by the 
buyer. (1) He must accept part of the goods; and (2) he 
must receive the same. 

Acceptance and receipt have been confused in some of the 
earlier cases (Castle v. Sworder, 6 H. & N. 832; Marvin v. 
Wallace, 6 E. & B. 726); but they must be carefully dis- 
tinguished : there may be acceptance without receipt and actual 
receipt without acceptance, and unless there is both acceptance 
and receipt the case does not fall within the alternative under 
discussion. In other words, in order to establish the contract, 
in cases falling within the proviso, you must prove both accept- 
ance and receipt: Smith v. Hudson (6 B. & 8. 431), Kibble v. 
Gough (38 L. T. N. 8. 204), Page v. Morgan (15 Q. B. D. 228). 

Acceptance.—“‘ Acceptance is a taking in and a 
tacit kind of pee to some former act done by another which 
might have been undone or avoided if such acceptance had not 
been”: Blount Law Dict. s. v. ‘‘ Acceptance.” 

An example of this is afforded bya lease made at common law by 
deed by the husband and wife of the wife’s land, which is good 
during the coverture, but on the husband’s death becomes 
voidable by the wife, and may be confirmed by her acceptance 
of rent. becoming due after the husband’s death : Doe d. Collins 
v. Weller (7 T. R. 478.) 

In the clause under discussion “acceptance” means such a 
dealing with part of the goods by the buyer as to shew that he 
recognizes the existence of a contract for the purchase of the 


goods. 

It should, however, be remembered that the word ‘‘ accept- 
ance” is sometimes used in a different sense from that which 
it bears in the 17th section of the statute. It may be used to 
express such dealings by the buyer as shew that he considers 
that the vendor has performed his part of the contract. 

But in the sense in which “acceptance” is used in the sec- 
tion under consideration it only operates as an admission by the 
buyer that the contract exists, it does not shew that the seller 
has performed his part of the contract. It does not, for instance, 
prevent the buyer from rejecting the goods because they are not 
such as he contracted to buy, if, for example, they are deficient 
in quantity or quality: Morton v. Tibbett (15 Q. B. 428), Page v. 
Morgan (15 Q. B. D. 228). 

Evidence of acceptance is afforded entirely by the acts of the 
buyer, if he does any act to or with respect to the goods which is 
lawful if they belong to him, and unlawful if they do not belong 
to him, he must be taken to have accepted them: Parker v. 
Wallis (5 El. & Bl. 21). 

Cases have occurred in which the buyer was held to have 
accepted the goods because he examined them to see if they 
agreed with the sample A v. Morgan, 15 Q. B. D. 228), 
because he sent for and obtained part of the goods (Gilliat v. 
Roberts, 19 L. J. Ex. 410), or because he received part of the 
very goods themselves as samples, whether the goods were in 
the possession of the seller (Gardner v. Grout, 2 C. B. N. 8. 
340) or of the carrier (Foster v. Frampton, 6 B. & C. 107). The 
same result followed when he sold of the goods ( Chaplin v. 
Rogers, 1 East. 192), or even off them for sale (Blenkinsop v. 
Clayton, 7 Taunt. 597), though in either case they remained in 
the seller’s ssion. To take a simple example. A. orders a 
dozen handkerchiefs of a certain quality from a hosier. In due 
time a parcel arrives from the hosier. A., without bes | it, 
tells his servant to unpack it and put the handkerchiefs that he 
finds inside into A.’s drawer, On Lope Bari parcel it is found 
to contain socks, but no handkerchiefs ; this is not vag orgs s by 
A. On the other hand, if there are handkerchiefs in the : 
A.’s conduct amounts to acceptance—#.¢., it is evidence of his con- 
tract with the hosier. But when A. looks at the handkerchiefs 





he may discover that they are not of the quality that he ordered, 
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and in this case he may return them, and, if more than he ordered 
are sent, he may return the surplus, the allegation by A. in the 
latter cases being, not that he did not enter into a contract with 
the hosier, but that he did enter into a contract, and that the 
hosier has not performed it. 

Actual receipt—The question as to what amounts to actual 
receipt is not free from difficulty ; and it depends in part upon 
the question in whose possession the goods are at the time of 
the contract for sale. They may be (1) in the possession of the 
seller, (2) in the possession of some person as his agent or bailee, 
who may be (a) a stranger, (5) the buyer himself. 


Before entering into the discussion as to what amounts to 
actual receipt we must remind the reader that, as in the case of 
acceptance, actual receipt (even if accompanied by acceptance) 
is only evidence of the existence of the contract, it is not evidence 
that the seller has performed his part of the contract. 

To to the consideration of what amounts to actual 
receipt. It will be found that in all cases, either the possession 
of part of the goods is changed, or that, if this is not the case, 
the character of the possession is changed. 

First, suppose the goods to be in the possession of the seller. 

In this case, if the buyer removes any part of the goods by 
virtue of the contract, he has ‘‘ actually received ” them. 

Where the seller delivers goods to a common carrier for con- 
veyance to the buyer, they pass out of the seller’s possession, 
and they do not pass into the purchaser’s possession, and yet by 
an anomaly the delivery to the carrier is considered as ‘ actual 
receipt.” by the buyer. In other words, the common carrier is 
considered as the agent of the buyer for the purpose of receiving 
though not of accepting the goods (Hart v. Bush, E. B. & E. 
494; Hunt v. Hecht, 8 Ex. 814; Smith v. Hudson, 6 B. & 8. 431; 
Norman v. Phillips, 14 M. & W. 277); and on goods being 
delivered to the carrier he becomes the bailee of the buyer, 
not of the seller. 

If the seller agrees with the buyer that he will hold the goods 
for him it amounts to ‘‘ actual receipt ” by the buyer: Elmore v. 
Stone (1 Taunt. 458), Marrin v. Wallace (6 El. & Bl. 726), Cusack 
v. Robinson (1 B. & 8. 299). 

It will be noticed that in the last-mentioned case the posses- 
sion itself is not changed, only the character of the possession is 
changed ; the seller, who had possession of the goods as owner, 
undertakes to hold them as bailee for the buyer. 

Secondly, where at the time of the sale the goods are in the 
possession of a stranger as bailee for the seller. 

In this case the pa ct of the seller and buyer, with the 
assent of the bailee, that the bailee shall hold the goods for the 

tes as “‘actual receipt ” by the latter. Here it will be buyer, 
ty) ed that no change of possession takes place; it remains in 
the bailee, but the character of his ion is changed: he 
was bailee for the seller, he becomes bailee for the buyer. But 
the mere giving of a transfer order to the buyer by the seller 
is insufficient to operate as “actual receipt ” until it has been 
assented to by the bailee: Farina v. Tome (16 Mee. & W. 119), 
Bentall vy. Burn (3 B. & C. 423), Godts v. Rose (17 C. B. 229), 
Salter v. Woollams (2 M. & Gr. 650; 8.c. 3 Scott N. R. 59). 

Thirdly, the goods may, at the time of the sale, be in the 
possession of the buyer as bailee of the seller. 

In this case there can be no change of possession, but the char- 
acter of the possession of the buyer may be changed ; instead of 
holding the goods as bailee of the seller he may hold them as 
owner, and this amounts “to actual receipt by him.” Evi- 
dence of the acts of the purchaser, which are not consistent with 
his holding the goods as bailee, is sufficient to shew that the 
character of his possession is changed: Edan vy. Dudfield (1 Q. B. 
302). (See also Lillywhite v. Devereux (15 M. & W. 285). 


RE sec: yr and reecipt not contemporancous.—It should also be 
iced that acceptance and receipt need not be contempor- 
aneous; acceptance may precede or follow the receipt. If the 
buyer sells the goods before the vendor has parted with them, 
the acceptance necessarily precedes the receipt; if the vendor 
dispatches them by a carrier before acceptance, the receipt 
necessarily precedes the acceptance ; and, lastly, in the case of 
the buyer selecting a thing\in a shop, purchasing it, and taking 
it away with him, acceptancé and receipt are contemporancous. 
Bee this explained in Cusack vy. Robinson (1 B. & 8. 299), 








CORRESPONDENCE, 


THE BANKRUPICY ACT, 1883—EXECUTOR’S RIGHT OF 
RETAINER, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—Having recently had to argue before a county court judge 
unsuccessfully in support of the right of retainer by the executors of 
a deceased debtor, whose insolvent estate was being inistered 
under an order made in pursuance of section 125 (2) of the Bank- 
ruptcy Act, I should be glad to learn the opinion of the profession on 
the point, and should esteem it a favour if you or some of your 
readers, who have had to consider the question, would be good enough 
to express their views in your columns. 

So far as my study of the Act, and the decisions upon it, enable 
me to form a judgment, I entertain a v opinion that the 
Act has not interfered, and was not intended to interfere, with the 
executor’s right. I am irresistibly led to this conclusion after very 
mature consideration, notwithstanding that it seems to be invariably 
assumed by learned counsel in arguin 4 cases before the chancery 
judges that one paramount reason why the latter should, in cases in- 
volving the administration of insolvent estates, exercise the right 
under section 126 (4) of transferring the p i to bankruptcy 
is, that in bankruptcy the executor’s right of retainer is gone; but 
my research has utterly failed to discover any direct authority for 
this proposition, which, on principle, I hold is not maintainable. 

In support of my contention I will endeavour to place my proposi- 
tions in logical order. 

1, The only section in Part III. (being the only portion of the Act 
of 1883 regulating administrations under section 125) which places 
all creditors (with certain exceptions which, I admit, do not expressly 
include executor’s right of retainer) on an equal footing, is section 40 
(4)—viz., ‘‘all debts proved in the bankruptcy shall be paid pari 
passu.” My argument upon this is, that the section has no applica- 
tion, because executors, who have retained their debts, do not need to 
prove in the bankruptcy, inasmuch as the money is already in their 
pockets ; for, as a matter of course, out of the first moneys which 
come to their hands they exercise their common law right of retain- 
ing their debts, hence the section does not place them upon the same 
footing as the general body of creditors. It follows that the onus is 
thrown upon the official receiver of satisfying the court that the 
executor’s right is gone, which brings me to my second proposition. 

2. The Act has not expressly abolished the executor’s right of 
retainer. If the Legislature hat heated to abolish such right they 
should have said so expressly. It is not the province of a judge to 
read into an Act of Parliament a section which is absent from it (see 
the judgments of Cotton, Lindley, and Lopes, L.JJ., in Re Baker, 
Nichols v. Baker (Souicrrors’ JOURNAL, March 15, 1890) and the 
instructive decision of Stirling, J., in Re York (36 Ch. D. 233) ). 

3. That which has to be inistered under section 125 ©) is ‘‘ the 

property of the debtor,” which I maintain cannot include moneys 
which, the moment the breath is out of the debtor’s body, are 
attached (if I may so speak) to satisfy the common law right of the 
executor to retain. At the very instant that the common law right 
has operated, the property so attached by the executor ceases to be 
‘“‘the property of the debtor,” but has become, by operation of law, 
the property of the executor in his own individual right, and as 
against all the world, unless and until it can be wrested from him by 
operation of a superior law to that which itted him to put it 
into his pocket, and under which he has a right to stick to it. If 
my premises are right, it should follow that the onus cast upon the 
official receiver should be a difficult one for him to discharge. 
4. The official receiver having had “the property of the debtor” 
vested in him “shall” (section 125 (5) ) ‘‘ forthwith proceed to realize 
and distribute the same in accordance with the provisions of the Act.”’ 
Surely it could not have been intended that he should realize and dis- 
tribute property which, by — of the common law, had, prior 
to his pve poms become the individual property of the executor. 

The official receiver cannot have been meant to distribute what had 
not come to his hands, and what had not vested in him. 

5. If argument by analogy be of any avail, then the decisions upon 
section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, are directly in point and 
favourable to my contention (see Lee v. Nuttall (12 Ch. b: 61) and 
the recent case of Re May, Crawford v. May, in Sowicrrors’ 
JOURNAL of August 9, 1899). 

_ The same canons of construction should prevail in™bankruptcy as 
in chancery, and I should be interested in being taught why an 
insolvent estate in bankruptcy should be administered in a different 
mode from that which obtains in chancery, since section 10 of the 
Judicature Act, 1875, has tarred both courts with the same brush. 

6. Finally, I may refer to the fact that section 125, as has been 
pointed out in Re Gould (19 Q. B. D. 92), differs materially from an 


0 ry bankruptcy. ever the lature have intended to 
oust the subjects of this realm from their common law rights they 
have plainly said +o, 
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To take a well-known example, let me refer to the landlord’s right 
to distrain for rent which has been cut down in the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, the County Court Act, 1888, and the Companies Acts. — 
sound principles I apprehend no one would deny that common law 
rights are not yng ightly set aside. 

The judges of the superior courts are, v ro » most par- 
Ps lh giving full effect to those rights te they find that, by 
express enactment, such rights are abolished or curtailed. 

8. 8. C. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
GILBERT rv. D’OYLY CARTE—3rd September. 


AcREEMENT—Accotnt AND Payment or Suare or Net Prorris or 
Orgeras—Breacu ory AGREEMENT—APPOINTMENT OF RECEIVER. 


This was an action brought by Mr. W. S. Gilbert, the well-known 
dramatic author, against Mr. D’Oyly Carte, of the Savoy Theatre, for an 
account and payment of the share of net profits of the plaintiff’s operas, 
the present application being for the appointment of a receiver of ‘‘ The 
Gondolier’’ takings. On the 8th of February, 1883, an agreement was 
entered into by the plaintiff and Sir Arthur Sullivan with the defendant, 
by which the latter became the licensee for the performance at the Savoy 
Theatre of operas composed by Messrs. Gilbert and Sullivan, he agreeing 
to pay to each of them one-third of the net profits earned by the represen- 
tation of the operas after deducting £4,000 for the rent of the theatre and 
certain other expenses. The accounts of the performances were to be 
made up at the expiration of every three months, the net profits ascer- 
tained, and one-third each paid to the plaintiff and Sir Arthur Sullivan, 
who were to retain the same for their own use without liability for any 
after loss except such as might be incurred by a new opera not being pro- 
duced in due time, as provided for by a subsequent clause in the agreement. 
The plaintiff and Sir Arthur Sullivan further agreed not to write or com- 
pose any opera for any other theatre or company in London, and the defend- 
ant undertook not to produce as the principal piece the operas of any other 
authors. Accounts were duly rendered by the defendant every quarter under 
this agreement up to April, 1890, it being alleged by him that such accounts 
were settled up to October, 1889. In April, 1890, objection was taken by 
the plaintiff to the two accounts rendered for the quarters ending January 
and April, 1890, an unsuccessful attempt being made to settle the difficulty. 
In July, 1890, another quarter’s account ought to have been rendered, but 
this was not done, and on the plaintiff applying for an account and pay- 
ment the solicitor for the defendant suggested that it would be better to 
settle the accounts before them before a new account was delivered. The 
plaintiff refused to assent to this course, and on the 30th of July, 1890, a 
writ was issued in the action for an account of the net profits of the operas 
and payment of one-third of the profits. A payment of £2,000 was subse- 
quently made to the plaintiff, but on the 11th of August notice was served 
on the defendant of an application for a receiver. In support of the appli- 
cation the plaintiff stated that it had been the custom of the defendant to 
furnish him with nightly returns of the theatre, and from April to July, 
1890, the takings amounted to not less than £20,000, and that the expenses 
would not exceed £11,000, leaving a net profit for the quarter of at least 
£9,000, the share of the plaintiff thus being £3,000. It was further stated 
that on previous occasions the profits were divided immediately at the end 
of each quarter, and the defendant having now failed to do so 
and violated his agreement, it was necessary, in order to pro- 
tect future takings, that a receiver should be appointed. Const 
v. Harris (Turner & Russell, 498), Roberts v. Eberhardt (Kay’s Reports, 
148), Hale v. Hale (3 M. & G. 86). In opposition to — it was 
stated that during the last eleven years the defendant produced eight 
operas upon the terms of payment of fees and royalties for the rights of 
representation, such fees and royalties to be determined by results and 
according to the amount of the net profits; that the defendant had paid 
to the plaintiff as fees and royalties a sum of £70,000 in respect of per- 
formances in London, and a further sum of £20,000 for provincial and 
American representations, making a total of yt ge ag to him ; that, 
pending the action, the defendant ought not to be ed upon to render 
any further account; and that any interference with the management of 
the Savoy Theatre by the a peer omy of a receiver would be very preju- 
dicial to the interests of D parties, it being contended that the present 
application was entirely misconceived, and that the true remedy of the 
plaintiff was to have an account. 

Lawnance, J., asked if no agreement was possible between the parties, 
and, after considerable discussion, an arrangement was arrived at in the 
following terms :—'The defendant to make a further payment of £1,000 
forthwith, and to deliver the account up to the 4th of July last within 
three weeks, paying any further balance which might be found due to the 
plaintiff on such account within four days after delivery, without prejudice 
to any question. An order was made accordingly in these terms, the costs 
of the motion to be costs in the action.—Counsg., Fischer, Q.C., and 
Mitchell ; Marten, Q.C., and Ryland ; Macnaghten. Soxrcrrons, Bolton ¢ 
Mote ; Stanley § Woodhouse ; Lewis § Lewis. 








Intelligence has been received of the sudden death of Mr. Theodore 
Coppock, barrister-at-law, while on a holiday tour in Norway. The 
occurrence appears to have been due to failure of the action of the heart, 
apparently while Mr, Coppock was bathing. ‘The deceased gentleman was 
& member of the Northern Circuit, and was called to the bar in 1884, 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
STUDENTS’ STATUTES OF THE SESSION. 


Ixrectiovs Disgases (Prevention) Act (53 & 54 Vict. c. 34), which comes 
into operation in every London four months from its ing, 
ct ay n sanitary districts after its adoption by the local anthoritics ies, 
provides for : 

Section 4.—The inspection of dairies suspected of ing infectious 
diseases through the supply of milk, and the bition of supply. 

Sections 5 and 6.— cleansing and di of premises and 
bedding. 

Section 10.—The prompt burial of those who have died of infectious 
diseases. 

Section 16 gnens ey not exceeding £5, and, if the offence is a 
continuing one, a daily ity not exceeding 40s. a day, om every person 
who shall obstruct any Ei -csteetnd officer of the lowal authority in the 
anring out of a justice’s order, or who shall offend against any provision 
of the Act. 

Forrien Jurispiction Act (53 & 54 Vict. c. 37).—The jurisdiction which 
her Majesty may enjoy in any foreign country is to be exercised in as ample 
a manner as if it been acquired by the cession or conquest of territory. 

Section 2 provides for the exercise of jurisdiction over British subjects in 
countries without regular Governments. 

Section 6 gives —- to send persons charged with offences in any 
foreign country to British possessions. 

Section 13.—Legal proceedings against persons under the Act are to be 
instituted within six months after the act, neglect, &c., complained of, or 
in the case of a continuance of injury or , Within six months next 
after the ceasing thereof. Tender of may be pleaded, and if 
plaintiff does not recover more than the amount tendered or paid into 
court, the defendant shall be entitled to costs as between solicitor and 
client from the time of such tender or payment. 

Tue Paxrtnersurr Act (53 & 54 Vict. c. 39).—This is a most important 
codifying Act which it would be useless to analyze, as the student must 
read the whole ; but special attention should be to section 23, which pre- 
vents a private creditor of one of the issuing a writ of execu- 
tion against the partnership property, but allows him to apply for an order 
charging the debtor’s interest in the ip Property and profits with 
payment of the judgment debt. The court may appoint a receiver insuch 
case of the partner’s share of the profits, and direct all necessary accounts 
and inquiries, &c. ‘ 

Tue Supreme Court or Jupicature Act (53 & 54 Vict. c. 44). 

Section 1.—Motions for new trials, or to set aside a verdict, finding, or 
judgment in case the hearing was with a jury, are to be heard by the Court 
of Appeal, and not by a divisional court; such motion to be determined 
before not less than three judges. 

Section 2.—Motions for judgment to be heard and determined by the 
judge before whom the trial, with a jury, took place, and not by a divi- 
sional court, unless it is impossible or inconvenient that such judge 
should act, in which latter case are to be heard by some other judge 
nominated by the president of the division. 

Section 5.—The costs of and incident to all proceedings in the Supreme 
Court, including the administration of estates and trusts, are to be in the 
discretion of the court or judge ; and the court or judge shall have full 
power to determine by whom and to what extent such costs are to be paid. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Rrvers Montage Tvrnaevit (of the firm of Robinson & Turnbull), 
7, See a ee Temple, has been appointed a Commissioner for 
Oaths. 

Mr. Wii11aM Hoon, solicitor (of the firm of Aird & Hood), of 4, Brabant- 
court, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Drsso.vTioNs. 

Grorcs Exoiaxp and Wiuam Batpwr, solicitors, Howden, York 
(England & Son). January 1. The business will be carried on by George 
England, under the same style or firm, on his own account. 

Pav Josuva Gorpon and Epwarp Jounston Gorpon, solicitors, 51, Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields (P. J. Gordon & Son). January 1. The will be 
carried on by Edward Johnston Gordon alone, as P. J. Gordon & Son. 

[ Gazette, Aug. 29. 

Joun Putume Martrxgav, Rrenarp Woo i.comns, ARTaur Buacx, and 
Rongxt Lovenann Futrorp, solicitors, 36, Theobald’s-read, Gray’s-inn. 
August 30. So far as regards Arthur Black. 

James Lurwetyy Ros-Browns and Epwaxn Wii1am Twrstox Davres, 
solicitors, Rhyl, Flint (Roe-Browne & Davies), July 1. James 
Roe-Browne will pay and receive all debts c 
firm. [ Gazette, Sept. 2. 


GENERAL. 

At a meeting of the justices of the city of Manchester, held on the 28th 

wlt., the following resolution was passed ;—** That the atten- 
tion of the Home Secretary be called to most 

souttling, as at present practised in this and other large 
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he be asked to introduce a measure as early as possible enabling magis- 
trates and courts of quarter sessions to inflict corporal punishment upon 
persons convicted of violent assaults with knives and other dangerous 
wea’ .” Mr. F. J. Headland, Dig: west magistrate, in supporting it, 
said that garrotting stopped very abruptly after the cat was applied to 
those who were convicted of it. 


The St. James’s Gazette states that Mr. Hopwood, Q.C., recorder of 
Liverpool, in charging the grand jury at the opening of the Liverpool 
Sessions, on the 28th ult., expressed a strong opinion against heavy 
sentences. The real question, he said, was whether imprisonment so im- 

the offender that his sentences ought to be increased sixty or a 
undredfold, and should each lapse from virtue be visited by accumula- 
tion of punishment. Such ee broke ruthlessly every tie of affec- 
tion and every influence to better things ; it exasperated the offender or 
filled him with despair. He maintained that imprisonment did not reform, 
but had a corrupting influence, and the admitted decrease in the number 
of convicts was due, not to severity of punishment, but to educational and 
other causes. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
se 29, at 46, Stock well-park-road, Brixton, the wife of R. D. Muir, barrister-at- 
w, of a son. 
Sme.i—Aug. 29, at 19, Windsor-street, Dundee, the wife of John Shiell, solicitor, of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 
Dae Raae —A 28, at the on go Hotel, Edinburgh, James Eaton Dykes, 
of Edinin h, to Annie Stuart, third daughter of Major Hume Fergusson, 
of Elie, and widow of the late W. J. Best, Esq., of Bombay. 
Prsives—Warcxn. Sept. 2, at All Saint’s Church, Notting-hill, Charles Percy Fielder, of 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, solicitor, to Esther Mary Phyllis, daughter of the late Rev. 
8. Edmund Walker, D.D., Rector of St. Columb-Major, Cornwall. 


Sxe.crox—Harr.—Aug. ~~ a" ome: North Wales, 8. Gissing Skelton, of Lincoln’s- 


Glencairn. to Constance Oliver, eldest daughter of the late 
Lemon Hart, of Winchester- road, Hain 
Wapvy—Drixeiey.—Anug. 27, at ” S-CTOSS Wedeyen one. Henry Turner Waddy, 


WwW, secon son of 8. Waddy, Esq., Q.C., 
William Dingley, Esq., of Elm Bank, Camden-road 
DEATHS. 


Crooxe.—Aug. > at Haslemere, Surrey, Walter Samuel P. Crooke, barrister-at-law, 
Lineoln’s-inn, of 45, Palace-gardens-terrace, Kensington. <td 


Yona Ane 2, 30, vA * Wimbledon-park-road, James Yeoman, solicitor, formerly of 


< M.P., to Alice Maud, only 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Aug. 29. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrep 1s CHANCERY. 
Horst peemethigtenr gos ge gee are pouch’, = se before Sept ot at Sot their 
e particulars o eir debts or claims, to James 

Costello, 23, Lime st calyer, Nees inn agree solor for the liquidator 
Jaurs Batertey & Co., Sm ae ep required, on or before Sept 15, to send 

their names and » and the pastioeiane of their debts or claims, to Joseph 

Tetlow, Bury st, Heywood 


J. ae & Sox, Loutep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 7, to send their 
names and and > particulars of their debts or claims, to William Curtis 
Thompson, 104, Colmore row, Bi Smith & Co, solors for the liquidators 

Yorxsume Arratep Breap asp Restaveast Co., Lrurtep—By an order made by Law- 
rance, J., dated Aug 20, +. was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company be 
continued Bartram, Telegraph st, solor for the petner 


Cousty Paratixe or Lancaster. 
Limitep 1x CHaxcery. 
Srasparp Basx oy Maxcuesten, Linrten—Bristowe, V.C., has, by an order dated July 
3, appointed , 26, "Mosley st, Manchester, to be official liquidator 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Usrrep Fairxviy Beornens Bexerit Society, Albion Inn, Albion st, Rotherhithe Aug 26 


London Gazette.—Tuxavay, Sept 2. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liuitep 1x Cuaxcery. 

Gatuxe fame axp Auucsttiox Co., Luaren—Petition for winding eee Aug 30, 
directed to be heard before ‘Lawrance, Soe on We y, Sept 10 itehead, Fleet st, 
agent for Milward & Co. lors for the petner 

Laxpep nee tay Aoexcr, Loatep— Kerth, J., has, by an order dated Aug 12, a) ee 

van de 12, Lawrence Pountney lane, to be official ene Creditors are 
aes a befor: —~ 1, to send their names and addresses and the particulars of 
e above Wednesday, Nov 12 at 12, is appointed for hearing 

adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Sete Hematrre Inox axp Sree. Co., Linttep—The Vacation Judge has appointed 

, Sept 9, at 11.20, + ae Goan See J., Royal Courts, to my as Ae 
company, e official liquidator proposes that suc 
pl fom All persons interested are entitled to attend at such day, 
hour, and place, to offer objections to such call 

Rasaweite Correxz Estate Co., Lanrren—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 14, to 
send their names and and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Peter 
Mots, at the oftiees of Kinecy & Co, 9, Bloomsbury pl 

Besuaace & Aommn, agg SP a emer are required, on or before Oct 20, june their 

rticulars of their debts or claims, to John Morgan 
Richards, 46, Holborn Viaduct mil 


ees © me & (o., Leusvee Creditors are required, on or before Oct 20, to send 
and addremes, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Morgan 
ot de ng %, Holborn Viaduct 


Waszen, Louren—By an order made by Lawrance, J., 
the shove company be wound up Munns & Longden 
Wiszsan Jonxsox & Co., Laurren—Cretitors are mm on or before Oct 7, to send 

their 


natnes debts or claims, to Thomas 
Worthington, 21, King st, Wigan 


dated Aug 27, it was ordered that 





County Pavatine or LANCASTER. 
Lourep 1n CHANCERY. 
C. H. Bainpie & Co., Limrrep—Petition for winding up, Ome wt ~ Ee: Same directed to be 
heard before Francis Willis Ta: lor, Esq, at the Chancery Office, Winckley st, Preston, on 
Wednesday, Sept 17 Mather, ohn solor for the petners ” 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
a gy anv Sr. Carnertve’s Frienpiy Society, Mission House, Batheaston, Somer. 
ug 30 
InGoLpisTHorre Frienpy Society, Snettisham, Norfolk Aug 28 
Protestant Benerit Society, Hadfield, Derby Aug 15 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP 35. 
Last Day or CLam. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Aug. 29. 
Asuwix, Joun, Ledbury, Hereford, Gent. Sept 30. Smith, Ledbury 
BannaTYNE, Seas pean, Retired Inspector of Machinery, R.N. Sept 30. Gidley & 


Son, Plymout 
Barry, Witt1AM Henry, Birchin lane, Stockbroker. Oct 31. Cooper & Co, Birchin lane 
Daubney & Bates, Great Grimsby 


Be.t, Any, Great Grimsby. Oct 1. 
Bovuskiii, Tuomas, Southport, Railway Servant. Nov 25. F. Whitaker, Duchy of Lan- 
caster Offi itrand 


ce, 
Cuetwysp, Witit1am Henry, Longdon Hall, Staffs, Esq. Oct 1. Chinn & Son, Lichfield 
Criarke, WittiAm Corpex, Matlock, Derby, Clerk in Holy Orders. Oct 1. Potter, Mat- 


lock Bridge 

Dave.isu, Ayxiz Hotmes, Kington, Hereford. Oct1. Temple & Philpin, Kington 

Davey, Bea AyscoucH, Kingston-upon-Hull. Oct 31. Levett & Co, Kingston-upon- 

Diaper, Ambrose, Great Holland, Essex, retired Farmer. Sept 13. Pope & Co, Colchester 

Eccies, Cuarces Josern, Godalming, Surrey, Esq. Oct1. Scott, High Holborn 

Foster, Rane GranGer, Rainford, Lancs, Colliery Proprietor. Oct 1. Jones & Co, 
verpoo) 

Goocu, Mancaret Ayn, Heigham, Norwich. Oct1. Winter & Co, Norwich 

Goopricu, James, Ruthin, Denbigh, Esq. Oct 31. Whitcombe & Cardom, Gloucester 

Gowan, Gzorce Mauteverer, Leamington. Sept 30. Hulberts & Hussey, New sq’ 


Lincoln’s i inn 
GREENMAN, arm, Brinkworth, Wilts, retired Innkeeper. Sept 30. Clark & Smith, 


GREENMAN, Jen Diaiowndh. Wilts, Gent. Sept 30. Clark & Smith, Malmesbury 
Grirrirus, Ropert, Stafford, Architect. Sept 30. Hand & Co, Stafford 

Harriy, Mary Any, Wednesfield, Staffs. Oct 1. Waterhouse & Son, Wolverhampton 
Hewirt, Joun, Betley, Staffs, Gent. Oct1. Wright & Co, Liverpool 

Hiscocxs, Samvet Warktss, Deal, Kent, Hotel Keeper. Oct 18. Edwards, Ramsgate 
Howper, Jonn Auteyye, Redhill, Surrey, Esq. Sept 30. Child & Son, Furnival’s inn 
Horxins, Joux, Swansea, Accountant. Sept 30. Cox, Swansea 

JacceER, Joun, Boston Spa, Yorks, Stonemason. Oct 25. Dent, York 


Luce, Hesry Epwarp, London County Lunatic Asylum, Banstead, nr Sutton, Surrey 
Oct 1. Cronin, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 


McAvs.iayp, Emma Evizasetu, Mannamead, Plymouth. Oct 4. Hawken, Plymouth 
Mippietox, Tuomas Jouy, Railton rd, Herne Hill, Gent. Sept 24. Rodgers & Clarkson, 


Stuaenstneeee Brake, Norwich, Gent. Sept 29. Miller & Co, Norwich 

Mitrurop, Harniet, Leeds, Innkeeper. Sept 26. Emsley & Co, Leeds 

Mutvey, Ayn, St Leonards on Sea. Sept 30. Cooper & Co, Birchin lane 

My yz, Roserr Wituiam, Whitehall pl, Esq. Oct 9. Farrer & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Neicusovur, Puasr, Oxford. Oct 11. Mallam & Son, Oxford 

Scuorie.p, Caro.ixe, Broomhill, Sheffield. Oct 31. Burdekin & Co, Sheffield 

Ssuirn, James, Brixton rd, Esq. Sept 29. Lumley & Lumley, Old Jewry chmbrs 
Srooxs, Lovisa, Porchester sq. Oct7. A. F. & R. W. Tweedie, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Tuomas, Sauver, Hurst Cross, nr Ashton under Lyne, Coal Merchant. Oct1. Whit- 
worth, Ashton under Lyne and Failsworth 
Wareoss Rev. Cranries, York, Clerk. -Oct 25. Dent, York 


Wuireroonp, Citances, 8t John’s Wood terr, St John’s Wood, Esq. Oct 6. Seagrove & 
Woods, Chancery lane 
Worrart, James Purstox, Southsea, Gent. Oct 18. Farrar & Hall, Manchester 
Wrace, Gronor, Birmingham, out of business. Sept 29. Snow & Atkins, Birmingham 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 2. 
Beax, P a Wim, Welling, Kent, Esq. Nov 15. Smith & Mammait, Ashby de la 
Louc! 


Buck, Evwanp, Beccles, Suffolk, Wine Merchant. Oct1. Read, Wickham Market 

Dawsox, Mary, Keelby, Lincs. Sept 29. Haddelsey & Sons, Caistor 

Groras, James, Newport, I W, Gent. Sept 30. Eldridge & Sons, Newport, I W 

Hanvey, Cunisrian Banorave, Upper Deal. Oct 15. St Barbe Sladen & Wing, Delahay 

st, Westminster 

Hu, , >- 1x, Devonport, Grocer. Sept 30. Graves, Devonport 

Hv.se, Many, Eccleston rd, Ealing Dean. Oct 1. Stevenson & Son, Leicester 

Jaques, Josurn, Balby, nr Doncaster. Sept 30. Palmer, Doncaster 

Ke.x, Heres Janz, Victoria rd, Kensington. Oct 15. Saxton & Morgan, Somerset st, 
Portman sq 


Kesey, Eowauv Lewis, Regent st, Silk Mercer. Oct 1. Phillips & Co, Nicholas lane 


Leute, Atyuup, Ashchurch -, Shepherd’s Bush, Engineer. Oct 1, Holmes & Son 
Clement's lane, Lombard # , " 


Loxa, Janus, Henlow, nr — , Beds, Farmer. Oct 2. Wells, Paternoster row 
Pransox, Cuniwroruen, Liverpool, Engineer, Oct 17. James & Smith, Liverpool 
Peansox, Many Ans, Pansy st, Liverpool. Oct 17. James & Smith, Liverpool 

Kamsos, soon, u Tuomas, Manchester, Licensed Victualler. Sept 30. Parkinson & Hess, 


I Ave 
Rowixsox, Resasers Hows, Tynemouth. Oct 31. Adamson, North Shields 
Adarmson, North Shields 


Rowixsox, Joszru, Tynemouth, Shipowner. Oct 31. 
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SACKVILLE 


wWaxrens, Groce, Wilson st, Finsbury, Blacksmith, Oct 1. 


Wanren, GzorGE, Timperley, Chester, Farmer. Sept 30. Gee, Manchester 

WenstER, Ex1zaBETH Ann, Bideford, Devon, Oct 31. Speed, Nottingham 

Weer, Jogx, Bishop's Waltham, Southampton, Butcher, Sept 22. Gater, Bishop’s 

West, Louisa, Kinson, Dorset. Oct 6, Dickinson & Prior, Poole 

Wrieres, Wituram, Wavertree, nr Liverpool, Feather Merchant, Nov 1, Qlare, Liver- 
poo! 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Faivay, Aug. 29. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Acocks, Epwarp, "pea Saddler Cheltenham Pet 
Aug 25 Ord A’ rg be 

ApaAMs, eens, and Cuaries Hersert Morcan, a 
los, Grocers Bristol Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 

Apey, Witu1AM Herpert, * cpene ig Builder © Selisbury 
Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Arxinsoy, ALFRED, or ~ Seo ay Commission Agent 
York Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Biscenosow, Epwin Battey, Newport, Mon, —— Mer- 


ight Hon. Mortimer, Baron, Knole, Kent, Oct 8. Meynell & Pemberton, 
pl 
VERNON, ecrax) Hulme, Lancs. Sept 30, Gee, Manchester 





chant Newport, Mon Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 
Buttock, Gzorce Scorr, Old a rd, Barman High 
Court Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 
BuryarD, Ropert Henry, and. Wrnutax Puen Tuomas, 
Sh , Upholsterers High Court Pet 
Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 
Cnage | La mane Lausanne rd, Harringay Park, Hornsey, 
acturer’s Agent High Court Pet Aug 2 Ord 
_ 


~ 
Crow me GeoreE, late of Senateny, Builder Canterbury 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
Darmpre, Istpore, | —, Clerk in Holy Orders 





Exeter PetAugll O 
Dawson, Atrrep THomas, Grea’ ‘Grimsby, Manure Mer- 
chant Great Grimsby Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 


Forp, James [Wriu1am, Cheltenham, Licensed Victualler 
Cheltenham Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

GrirFiTHs, by ~y — Dafen, nr ve Butcher Car 
marthen Pet aoe Ord Aug 26 

HARRISON areas, olderness, Yorks, Farmer Kingston 
upon Hull et Aug 15 Ord Aug 27 

JouNsTON, Mary — Turton, — Domestic Servant 
Bolton Pet A; Ord Aug 

eas Mary, Ldverpodl, Tobacconist Liverpool Pet 
Aug9 Ord Aug 26 

Parvett Brorners, Cow Cross st, Printing Ink Manufac- 
turers High Court Pet Aug 12 Ord Aug 27 

Pixr, Freperick Hewry, Salisbury, Bootmaker Salisbury 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Goes. Reems, Portsea, Baker Portsmouth Pet Aug 27 

27 


ug 

Raison, Tuomas, Leadenhall st, Shipbroker High Court 
Pet July 16 Ord Aug 23 

Rey NOLDS Georce Wituiam Lewis, on Mallet, 

Schoolmaster Wells Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

7. Witit1am Henry, Wigan, Monumental Mason 
Wigan Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

Simpson, James, Cheltenham, Draper’s Assistant Chelten- 
ham Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 

Surrn, ALrRED ALLEN, Gt Grimsby, Miller Gt Grimsby 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 

Tipy, Georce Frepericx, Seymour cpl, are: sq, Corn 
Dealer High Court Pet Aug 26 

Tom.inson, Joseru, Bury, Schoolmaster Bolton Pet Aug 
25 Ord Aug 25 

Wa ron, Davin, Leeds, Hydraulic Leather Maker Leeds 
Pet Aug 25’ Ord A’ ug 25 

Warpen, Arruur weer, Southsea, Barrister at Law 
Portsmouth Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 

Margate, Carpenter Canterbury Pet 


Wurrr, Wii.1aM 
Aug Gul hus sf 

Woop, CHar.es > Leeds, Licensed Victualler 
Leeds Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Acoc K, Epwarp, Cheltenham, Saddler Sept 6 at 4,30 
County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 
Apry, Witi1am Hersert, Salisbury, Builder Sept 5 at 3 
Off Ree isb 


jp: a Derbyshire, late Licensed 
Sept 5at12 Off Rec, St. James’s chmbrs, 


Autey, Isaac, 
Victualler 
Derb 

Arkixson, ALrrep, Knaresborough, Commission Agent 
Sept 9 at 11.30 Off Rec, 28 Stone gee York 

Bamprr, Cuartes James, Preston, olesale Fruiterer 
Sept 5 at 11.30 Off Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Barney, Tuomas, Barrow in ’ Furness, Coal Dealer Sept 16 
at12 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

Bexcu, Groves, Shettield, use Keeper Sept 9 at 3 
Off Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 

Kisnop, Wiuiasm Francis, the Parade, Chiswick, Draper 
Sept 8 at 3 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 

Boomer, Ronert, Aceri mn, Letter a Printer Sept 5 
at 2.30 County Court house, Blackburn 

Brownson, are ge Henry, Nottingham, Publican 
Sept 5at 12 Off Reo, St. Peter's Chureh ‘walk, Not- 


ting! 

Burrows, Oxiver, Enfield ri, Kingsland ri, Manager 
to a Boot Manufacturer Sept 9 at 11 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Casson, Jonaruan, Windermere, cate, Kendal Stable Keeper 
Sept 13 at 11.45 Off Reo, Hi; eae en 

ok crescent, 


Carnnicx, Cuaries Jovaray, 
Brix Sept r atl 33, Carey 
incoln’s inn 





- ‘ton, Clerk in the G, P, O. 
Dimeixsy, Sreeuen, Imperial mansions, New Oxford st, 


| Wixsox, Curisrorqer, Leicester, Optician. Oct 25. Stretton & Aysom, Leicester 
Woopauay, Arice, Sutton, Surrey. Oct 6. Pettiver, College hill 








Fox, Chancery lane 


Todeats Mill i 
— 











Patuend ot Lined ei ee 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Gusaces art Huser, a Milliner Sept 11 at 3 


, 35, Victoria st, 
HENDERSON, JouN Toon fan ES Taytor Craic, 
Merchants Sept 10 at 12 
bldngs, oe = tisoota s inn fields 
Jounston, Mary Drxon, Turton, Domestic Ser- 


vant Sept5at11.30 1 Valet 
Jom 2 Graham st, at, Cay Dayan Sept 10 at 
st, Lincoln’s inn 


of Leeds Branch of National 
Riveters Sept 8 at 11 Off 


Mason got an Earthenware Manufacturer 
Sept 5 at 12.15 WN Stafford Hotel, Stoke upon 


Morrison, Ropert, Mumbles, nr Swansea, late Commission 
Agent Sept5at12 Off Ree, 97, Oxford st, Swansea 
Ricnarps, Witt1am Cornisn, St Ives, Cornwall, Grocer 
Sept 5 at 12.30 Off Ree, Boscawen st, Truro 
——., u and ie Tw Kidderminster, 
— 5 at W. A. Crowther, Solicitor, 


—— 
3 
ma James, Cheltenham, 

at 3.30 County Court bl 


J = Lage 


saa of i Operative Bo 


Siicock, Patricro: Lancs, 

” ioe 3 a oe an Ones ania, Bridge 

Dee's Assistant Sept 6 
Cheltenham 


Srey churer® Rept wag 11” Off Ree, Wolverhampton 
‘acturer a 
ena Joseru, B Sel at ll 16, 
Wood wt, Bolton” 
Watuis, Toomas Brack, Long Eaton, Derb 
Manufacturer Sept 5 at 3 Flying iota = 


Nottingham 
Warvey, Artaur Henry, Southsea, Barrister at Law 
Sept 15 at 3.30. 166, Queen st, Portsea 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Atkrxson, ALrrep, Knaresborough, Commission Agent 
York Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 25 
Bamper, Cuartes James, Preston, Wholesale Fruiterer 


Preston Pet Aug 8 Ord me t 25 
Brooxr, Pariemon, Out Hud Linsey 
Manufacturer Hui Pet Aug 19 Aug 26 


Buttock, Georar Scorr, Old Ford rd, 
Court Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 26 
Copp, Rowianp Harrison Russeii, Sevenoaks, Kent, 

ane Tunbridge Wells Pet Aug 21 


26 

CoomBeERr, Ghent James, Fulham rd, South ee 
— Salesman High Court Pet Aug 15 

uy 

Crow, 
Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 

Dawgon, ALFRED Tuomas Great Grimsby, Manure Mer- 
chant Great Grimsby Pet Aug 25 en 

Forp, James WILtiam, Sheltenham, 
Cheltenham Pet Aug 25° Ord Aug 25 

Gnrirritaus, Wituram, Dafen, nr — Butcher Car- 
marthen Pet Aug 25 Ord A 


Jouxstox, Mary Dixoy, Turton, Domestic Servant 
Bolton Pet Aug 14 Ord Aug 26 

Lean, Joux, Deritend, , Provision Dealer 
Bi Pet Aug 7 Aug 27 

Ler, Rvurvs, Northowram, Yorks, Coal Dealer Halifax 
Pet Aug'13 Ord Aug 27 


Tailor Birmingham Pet 
a Victualler Liver- 


“ions Park ri, Bays- 
‘Roeper High Court Pet Aug 


Puupons Witton Epwarp, ign Baker Ayles- 
em, Hex Aug 20 Ord Aug 25 
Qur 7 — Portsea, Baker Portsmouth Pet Aug 27 
_ in i nee Witiam Lewis, Shepton 
Schoolmaster Wells Pet Aug 36 as 
eae ly oe Henry, Ye Monumental Mason 
hey, 26 Ord Aug 27 
ee “Fe , Suneriand, Painter Sunderland Pet Aug 
won i, Arun A use Gt 5 Galea, Miller Gt Grimsby 


auny vaniy EexOEaCR, Wolverhampton, Lock Manufac- 
Pet Aug 15 On Aug 22 
Tuy nonce ion sqr, 


dng 2 Ord a . 
Ue 


Marks, Oo 
July 1 Ord Aug 26 
McC ory, “eaate, 
Pet Aug 16 taoning 


ae Jone Fe A 


Tominson, Josepn, 


oo , Butcher Shrewsbury Pet Aug 
Waterss Church 5 wr Yorks, Farmer 


i Ord A 


BR pate ple = Pombo on 
harrow the, ingucy With the canoe oo in at an incon 
‘Full partiodecs thes by Gea theres 


Waryine - ee House Purcuasers & 





Warts in Ti ac, Tang Bat 7 Lace Manufacturer 





to be sold head, not purchase it ? 
purchase-money out of we iveniat time. Get 
Temperance Permanent Bortpixe Society, 4 


| 
f 





a a 
erneten (etal ering Venkat Co" opp entilation of Offices, &0.—[Apvr. | 


Wattox, Davin, Leeds, Hydraulic Leather Maker Leeds 
Pet 25 Ord Aug 25 
tee om Carpenter Canterbury Pet 
Wesn, "Cuan ILLIAM, Leeds, Licensed Victualler 
Leeds Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Sept. 2. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Booty, Wriu1am, late Pentonville rd, Wholesale Boot 
Manufacturer High Court Ru i. Ord Aug 30 
CLs ae ny ey Dudley Pet aug 28 
Fourr, Jom. Wednesbury, Grocer Walsall Pet Aug 5 


Waitt, Wi 
A 


rd, late 
Court Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
Henrsert, George THompsoy, Shipley, — late Butter 
Factor Leeds Pet Aug 29 


Hurry, Wi1u1aM, and Tuomas JF din, yr 
Manufacturers eae 


Suffolk, Paper Pet A 


Ord Aug 27 


Burton on Trent yy | eit 

Kaas. Son West High 
Court Pet Aug 30 Ont A 

Lommearh, Sad JaMEs, Saddler Crewe Pet 
Aug 28 ong - 


lan, —_— 


2 
(coe Hontazes, Bh Yorks, Grocer DewSbury Pet 
ug 
Meapows, James CarswELt, eytey | Aerated W: 
‘Man Pet > Olins 
Moxte, Ciara Jane, 
punts, St i oan 
ARDOE, Samvet Epwa 
: rh Court Pet Aug 29 Oni Aug 
Pick, ANsELM, Queen 's Manager 
Pet June 18 ngioa, Yor 
7, ne pa ‘orks, Farmer Bradford 
Prscansg dost > Boot Manufacturer Leicester 
Pet A Ord 


Provse, WIL11 ct Ane a Kent, Fly Proprietor 
Cant Wisin nt of Ont hig 9 
Rocrrs, yak Carmarthen Pet 
Rooees’ Ca TT ates Heathcote st, Mecklenburg 
PE ARLES 
pg SS ene Ord Aug 28 
Brox, Ok Market Walsall Pet 


neue ‘Grorce Monoas Currrorp, Seven Sisters 
Provision High Court Pet Aug 2 


Aug 2 

Swaxs, Tomas Hewry, Armley, Leeds, formerly Builder 
Leeds Pet Aug29 Ord Haroate Tailor 

Tepes a Senne, Se, York Pet Aug 28 


Tu > Beverley, Fishmonger King- 
en "aa Bet Aug 3 3 Ord Ave ® 
Wa tis, Chama Water lane Tea Merchant High Court 
x” 2 


Apams, Exiza, and Cuarces Henserr Moraax, Olveston, 
Glos, Grocers Bank chmbrs,_ 


Sept 17 at 12 Off Reo, 
AKERMAY, WA! Liverpool rd, 
Licensed Tuvensed Victualiors Manage? Sop Sept 11 ati ry =] 
eT Anpune Apams, Westbourne, Sussex, Farmer 
Sept 11 at 2 pee 
Buiacxsorow, Epwix Barry, Mon, Wine Mer- 
chant Sept 10 at 12 Off Ree, Corn 
wey ee IT at 12 
1. . 
Portugal Uinaln's 
ones Off Ree, 35, a Livemeal 
ie t, acre, Commercial Clerk Sept 10 at 
S Gay ees 
peer) es Builder Sept 10 at 10 
D Isr Qerk in Onders 
eet on it bedbon 
Day, Wriiiam Taomas, a4 Sept 
9at Ong 
Green, lane, Kilburn, late Cabmasters’ 
Sept 11 at 12 33, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 
Gairrrras, Wi.1am, Dafen, nr , Butcher Sept 9 
atll Of 
pom Best, Ge i Victualler 
12 at 4 J, @. Roberta, Park st West, 


Hamann, Arrave Saucer, Palace chbrs, Bridge st, West- 








740 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Sept. 6, 1890. 











minster, Civil Engineer Sept 11 at 11 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln's inn fields 
Hamatine, Roserr Pomage Wooprorre, Dunstable, | 
Sept 12 at 3 J.G. Roberts, 
oPark at Wont, unten 
, Auctioneer Septi2ati11 33, 
In’s inn fields 


Horruay, Apranam, Leeds, Tailor Sept 10at12 Off Rec, 
Park row, Leeds 
ee. Wiuiam, and Tuomas Wiit1am Hurry, Bramford 


per Mills, nr Ipswich, Paper Manufacturer Sept 9 | 
Princes st, Ij 


as Off Ree, 36, pswich 
Iurr, Wit1iam, ‘Burton on Trent, Licensed Victualler 
Sept 11 at 3 Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on 


Trent 
dene, a. Arundel sq. Furrier Sept 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, if st, Lincoln’s inn 
JARVIS, nae Berxe.ey, Exeter st, Strand, Managing 
Director of Damant & Co, Lim. Bept 16 at 11 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Lean, Joun, late of Deritend, Birmingham, Provision Dealer 
Septllatil 25, Colmore row, Birmingham 
LiTHERLAND, JAMES, Crewe, Cheshire, Saddler Sept 10 at 11 
te Royal , Crewe 
WE, 


GrorcE Tuompsox, New Normanton, Derby, 
Grocer Sept 12 at 2.30 Off Rec, St James’s chmbrs, 


won, Esenezer, Birstal, Yorks, Grocer Sept 9 at 3 


Rec, Bank chmbrs, "Batl 
Morais, Epwarp, Walsall, Miller Sept 10 at 2.30 Off 
Walsall | 


Quiver, Wiii1am Bapcock, Llandudno, Tailor Sept 10 at 
2.30 Crypt chmbrs, Chester 

Owey, Lewis THOMAS, Leeds, ae geoy om Silversmith 
Sept 10at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Piums, Rosert Mixsox, Upwell, Norfolk, Manure 
Merchant’s Agent Sept 13 at1 Off Ree, 8, King st, 


r, Salisbury, Bootmaker Sept 9 at 





12.30 Off Rec, Salisbury | 
Pixcuess, Joseru, Lester, Boot Manufacturer Sept 11 | 
at3 Off Rec, 34. Friar lane, Leicester 
ra | Winuiam Epw yarp, Aylesbury, Baker Sept 15 at 
12 St Aldate’s, Oxford | 
Quick, waeae, Portsea, Baker Sept15at4 166, Queen st, | 
Portsea | 
Reryoips, Georok Witw1am Lewis, Shepton Mallett, | 
Schoolmaster Sept 17 at 12.30 Of Rec, Bank chmbrs, | 


Bristol | 
Sepeicut, Artuur E 8, Somerset st, Portman sq Sept 12 
at 33, Carey st, "Lincoln’s 


12 s inn 

Sexpyx, Oscar, Sydenham pk, Kent, Gent Sept 9 at 11 
24, way approach, London bri 

SHakevt, Wituias E, Cambri — rd, Kilburn, Estate Agent 
Sept 11 at11 Bankruptcy ldgs, Lincoln’s inn 

Saaw, Rosert, Sunderland, Painter Sept 9at12 Off Rec, 
2, John st, Sunderland 

Suaw, Racmaman, Ee Netherton, nr Dudley, Butcher Sept 9 | 
at 


Suir, Bee Vakall, Boot Dealer Sept 10 at 10.30 Off | 
Ree, Walsall 


Spooner, James, eee Market Gardener Sept 24 at 
Tuous 4 patna hy Harrogate, Tailor Sept 10at1.15 Off | | 
MPSON DREW, or at 1.15 
Ree, York 


Westwick, race» Pod & Co, late Fenchurch st Sept 11 at 
ll , Lincoln’ 's inn 


Wart, Wim, Masoete, Carpenter Sept 10 at 4 53, 
High st, Margate 


| 





ADJUDICATIONS. 
Aste, eves Cheltenham, Saddler Cheltenham Pet | 
Ord Aug 28 
ADAMS, * be and a Hersert Morcan, Olveston, 
Grocer Bristol Pet Aug 26 Aug 29 

Apey, a Payee — Builder Salisbury 
Pet A no, Brooksb 

AKEREMAY, ams iby st, mice rd, Islington, 
Licensed Victualler’ s Manager High Court Pet Aug | 
12 Ord Aug 28 


Bairey, ‘Anger ADAMS, ) or yey Sussex, Farmer 

Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 

Bisnor, Wii11ax Paaxci, The Peake, Chiswick, Draper | 
Brentford Pet June 2 Ord Aug a 

Bracxsorow, Epwix Barer, Bounnt, Mon. het Mer- | 

chant Newport, Mon Pet itd 27 Ord Aug | 


| Hurry, Wiiiiam, and Taomas WILLIAM Huan 


| Monte, Clara Jane, Sou 


| Morris, Epwarp, Walsall, a Mille OWaleall > Pet Aug 22 
Ord Aug 26 


| Sexpyx, Osc am bya A pk, Kent, Gent 
| Srupson, , bAM Chelte: 
ham 


mhead Pet Aug 11 Ord A 
| crams, Jonny, od kes Saffordshire, Grocer Dudley Pet 
28 





ug 
Cooke, FrEDERIC, Taaeane rd, eam. 
Man et 


Park, ae 
ufacturer’s Agent High Court Ord 


Aug 25 


Aung 29 
hue Istporr, Colebrook, Devon, Clerk in Holy Orders 
| xeter Pet Aug 9 Ord Au ug 30 
Gepcr, Harry Jony, Paternoster row, Solicitor High 
e Court Fv June 28 agg a be Mills i ; 
REAVES, FRANK pret iverpool, iner verpoo 
| Pet July 30 Ord Aug 
Dunstable, 


Hameiine, Rosert Wowtax Wooprorre, 
| rey urance Agent Luton Pet Aug 1 Ord 
ug 28 


| Henzert, Gzorce Tuompson, Shipley, Yorks, late Butter | 
F Aug 29 


‘actor Leeds Pet Aug 29 ug 
Hiees, James, and Benson Hiaas, Totton, Sengtin, 
Grocers Southampton Pet Aug 30 Ord Aug 


Tien. 
ford, Suffolk, ae Manufacturers Ipswich Pot Aug 
27 Ord Aug 27 
Iuirr, Wiii1am, Burton on Trent, Phesneel Victualler 
Burton on Trent Pet Auge Ord A 
LITHERLAND, JAMES, Te eshire, Sadi iy Crewe Pet 
Aug 28 Ord Aug 28 
LoneLey, Aaron, — Surrey, Carman Croydon Pet 
Augs Ord Aug 29 
Lowe, GrorGcE en New | Wementton, Derby, Grocer 
Derby Pet 
ay * 
Aug 26 Ord ‘Aug 
Meapows, JamMEs dee ELL, Liverpool, Aerated Water 
Manufacturer Liv ee Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 
port, Hairdresser Liverpool Pet 
Aug 30 Ord Aug 30 
Morison, Sacerees 
Agent Liverpool 


Liv jo Ln Commission 


Parpor, Samuet Epwanps, South st, Grosvenor sq, Lodg- 

= House Keeper High Court Pet Aug 29 Ord 
ug 29 

Pixcuess, Joseru, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer Leicester 
Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 

Greenwich 

Pet May 3 

, Draper’s Assistant Chelten- 


et uF i Ord Aug 28 

Sprooyer, JAMES oe Market Gardener Walsall Pet 
Aug 22 Ord Au Se 

Swann, Grorce orGAN Currrorp, Seven Sisters rd. 
ae Merchant High Court Pet Aug 29 Ord 

ug 29 

| Swany, Tuomas Henny, Armley, Leeds, formerly Builder 
Leeds Pet Aug 29 Ord Aug 29 

| Taoxrsox, Axp Awyprew, Harrogate, Tailor York Pet Aug 28 


| THompsoy, Mey erley, i, Fete, Fiteemger Kings- 
ton upon et A 238 

| Watkins, Henry, te of Bristol, tp Themed Victualler 
Bristol Pet y . Ord A ether 

Want Ayn ae ASHNESS, a st, uitem, Miller 


Court Pet July 15 Line Mako 
| Wurre, Ropert, Miles ester, Grocer Man- 
chi Pet July 28 Ord Ord hug 38 
Wivxrie.p, Henry, Gloucester, ip Chandler Gloucester 
Pet May9 Ord Aug 28 
The following amended notice is Pn gl ‘<* that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of 


| Pa CHARLES, Pavtemen, Jeweller 


‘Weiile m Pet 
July 14 Ord Aug 13 op 





The Subscription to the SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL is 
—Town, 26s.; Country, 283.; with the 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 52s. Payment in advance 
include Double Numbers and Postage. Sub- 
scribers can have their Volumes bound at the 


Brick, = Gace Liscard, Birkenhead, of no occupation 


ig 29 
Eoeveat, Bieta, Yorks, Grocer Dewsbury Pet | 





Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity in the Country, # 
ts requested that application be made direot 

| to the Publisher. 
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LONDON otanere ofl ublished by authority) and 
LONDON COUNTRY A LANES ENT 
OFFICE. ie “a CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 


STREET. 


ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
a direct the attention of the Legal Profession 
to the of his long experience of upwards of 
forty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, 
&e., and tg solicits their continued support.—N.B. 
Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and Dis- 
a of ip, with necessary Declaration, 
Official stamps for advertisements and file of “< Tondon 
Gazette”? kept. By appointment. 
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IRKBECK BANK, Gouthazapton- -build- 





ings, ao THREE per CE. INTEREST 
allowed on D ay Fes able on demand. TWO 

SENT. on CURRENT ACCOUNTS, when not drawn below 

£100. STOCKS, , and ANNUITIES purchased 


HARES 
and sold. SAVINGS DEPARTMENT. For ~ny encourage- 
ment of Thrift the Bank receives small s' on deposits 
and allows Interest at the ow of THREE. PER CENT. per 
annum, on each completed £ 


FRANCIS cnetunimaate Manager. 


How TO PURCHASE A HOUSE FOR 
TWO FIV BH FER MONTH, OR RA PLOT OF 











LAND -FOR FIV. LLINGS PER M 
pot BIRKBECK ALMANACK, —F ret particulars, 
ree. 
FRANCIS RAVEN: SCROFT, Manager. 
Southampt idings, Chancery-lane. 
EDE AND SON, 
ROBE fest MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the ae of the 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, & C. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
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